January 14, 2020

The sponsor of this resolution will
say: Oh, it makes an exception for im-
minent attacks.

We have seen what that gets us over
the last couple of weeks—again, law-
yers and armchair rangers arguing
about the meaning of ‘“‘imminence.”
Well, I have to say that whether an at-
tack is imminent looks pretty different
if you are a soldier on patrol in Iraq
than if you are a comfortable Senator
sitting behind secure walls and armed
guards.

None of this means Congress has no
role in matters of life and death on the
battlefield. It is very far from it, in
fact, and I will take a back seat to no
one in asserting that constitutional au-
thority. I would remind my colleagues
that when we had an opportunity to in-
sist that Barack Obama’s nuclear deal
with Iran be submitted to this Cham-
ber as a treaty, there was one Senator
who voted to insist on that—only one.
This guy. Ninety-eight other Senators
were perfectly willing to create some
made-up, phony-baloney procedure
that allowed Barack Obama to submit
a nuclear arms agreement with a sworn
and mortal enemy that chants ‘‘Death
to America’ and put it into effect with
a large majority opposed to him, as op-
posed to the two-thirds majority that
our Constitution requires for treaties.

We do have a tremendous degree of
constitutional authority in the Con-
gress. We regulate interstate com-
merce, which means sanctions. We con-
firm Ambassadors. We confirm the
President’s Cabinet. We declare war,
which we have done only a few times in
our past despite hundreds of instances
of introducing troops. But most impor-
tantly, and the way to constrain the
Executive if this Congress thinks he
should be constrained in a particular
case, we have the spending power—in
particular, the spending power for our
Armed Forces. That is the way the
Congress—any Congress with any
President—can control the use of the
Armed Forces by the President. It is
something this Congress has done a lot
in the past. We did it in Vietnam, did
it in Nicaragua, and did it in Somalia.

There were plenty of times where the
President has acted in some ways in a
much more aggressive and far-reaching
fashion than President Trump did just
a couple weeks ago—the first Taiwan
Strait crisis, Granada in 1983, Libya in
1986, and Iran in 1988. I would even say
Libya again in 2011, although most of
my Democratic colleagues like to send
that down the memory hole since it
was a Democratic President.

So I would simply say that if you dis-
agree with the President’s decision to
kill the world’s most sadistic, blood-
thirsty, terrorist mastermind and you
want to stop him from doing so again,
file your bill to prohibit the use of any
taxpayer funds for such operations. It
is very simple. It is one page. I will
help you write it, if you need help—one
page: No funds will be used to support
operations by the Armed Forces
against the Government of Iran or any
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of its officials. Do it. Have the courage
of your convictions.

Why are we not seeing that bill? Be-
cause it failed just last year. All of
these same politicians offered language
on our annual Defense bill to try to
prohibit the use of any funds in oper-
ations like we just saw, and it failed.
We passed a defense bill, as we always
do, by overwhelming majorities, which
means they don’t have the votes be-
cause they know their position is not
popular with the American people. Not
surprisingly, the American people
don’t want their elected leaders to act
as lawyers for the ayatollahs.

So if you are not going to act in what
is our true constitutional power, spare
us the unconstitutional and dangerous
War Powers Resolutions and simply let
the people who are serious about our
national security—from troops on up
to the top—do what is necessary to
keep this country safe.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA
TRADE AGREEMENT

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I
come to the floor today to mark an-
other major milestone for the land-
mark U.S.-Mexico-Canada Trade
Agreement. This morning, Madam
President, with you in the committee
in voting, the Environment and Public
Works Committee overwhelmingly
passed the USMCA. With the approval
of our committee, the USMCA is now
one step closer to final passage in the
Senate.

We all know that it isn’t perfect, but,
still, it is an important deal that bene-
fits all Americans. Passing this deal
provides much needed certainty for
America’s manufacturers. Our ranchers
and our farmers—certainly, in Wyo-
ming but across the breadbasket of the
country and the Rocky Mountain
West—are counting on it as well.

Americans have waited patiently now
for over a year. Speaker PELOSI was the
roadblock and held this hostage for an
extended period of time. She finally al-
lowed the House to vote on it. Now the
Senate is working to move this critical
piece of legislation forward and to the
President.

Passing USMCA will start the next
chapter in the American economic suc-
cess story. The deal is going to in-
crease our gross domestic product by
$70 billion. Above all, it is a win for
American workers. It is going to create
180,000 U.S. jobs, and you know that is
just the start. Already, our strong,
healthy, and growing economy has
been setting records across the board.
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It is thanks to Republican pro-growth
policies. That is what we look to and
point to when we take a look at the
record job growth we have had since
President Trump has taken office.

In just 3 years, we have created over
7 million new jobs in America. The un-
employment rate is at a 50-year low. It
is astonishing. Wage growth is the fast-
est it has been in a decade, especially
benefiting lower income workers. Ev-
eryone is better off with this growing
economy. There is still some untapped
potential, and we need to unlock it
now.

My home State of Wyoming is poised
to reap huge benefits not only from
USMCA; our State has much to gain
from new trade agreements with China
and with Japan as well. The China
trade agreement is scheduled to be
signed tomorrow and Japan on January
1. Together, these America-first trade
deals mean expanded access to export
markets. Wyoming farmers and ranch-
ers are very eager to seize these oppor-
tunities for future growth.

I would just say, as I conclude, that
here 1is the Dbottom Iline. Passing
USMCA means more jobs, and it means
economic growth. It means more cer-
tainty and more stability for our job
creators. It means more opportunity
and more prosperity for America’s
working families. That is the real
measure of this. It is time now for the
Senate to pass the USMCA.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

————

FREEDOM PROTESTS

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Presi-
dent, we are in the wake of another
global event or happening, if you will.
No matter what it is, we always have
people who come in on the back side
and, as I say, are a bunch of armchair
quarterbacks and Monday morning
quarterbacks, and they are trying to
put their spin on what should have
been done and what wasn’t done. I
think that is probably a pretty good
analogy when we think about the foot-
ball game that took place last night.

What ought to be a serious discussion
about mnational security or human
rights inevitably devolves into a polit-
ical argument about who should be al-
lowed to score the most points off the
blood and bravery of people who are
fighting half a world away. Here is a
suggestion for each of us: In times of
conflict or unrest, instead of looking to
the pundits and listening to a lot of
pundits, why don’t we look to the peo-
ple themselves who are involved in
these conflicts?

After the U.S. strike that took out
Qasem Soleimani, armchair quarter-
backs calling plays for the left picked
up on what the propaganda arm of the
Iranian regime was selling. Bear in
mind, I just said the propaganda arm.
After Tehran downed its own jet
though, shouldn’t the conversation
have pivoted to the outraged protests
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